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Wayne MCBroom

11 Foxfire Dr., Apt. 18
Ash Flat, AR 72513

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michagl Powel]
Federal Cammunications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing teo express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that ail new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llengstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies te allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FEI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the eguivalent af the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephele for JTaw enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infaormation between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading cof the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even raogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdcor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Wayne McBroom SS#-316-66-8602
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Andrew Westrate

3149 Poplar Creek Dr #304
Grand Rapids, MI 49512

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissicn
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new hames be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lock through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between scurces 1ike phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understanc that by requiring a master key to our personal communications. the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort aof backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Andrew Westrate
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Linda Freier

2804 Harvey Avenue
Dayton, OH 45418

en

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae! Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chatrman Poweld:

As & concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Jjaws already
require Internet Service Praoviders and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is geoing far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources J]ike e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppeortunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet commurication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Linda Freier.
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Dan BEAM

po box 15293
beverly hills, ca 30209

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its svstems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new hames be built with a peephcle for faw enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <ollect information between sources }ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very resl potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dancerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies sheuld have built-in
wiretapping.

1 look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Dan BEAM
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Sebastian Muccilli

E18 third Street
Lake Park, FL 33403

March 14, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required tc have builtt-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reqguirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
hew homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to Yook through.

I am very concerhed that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticn between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our parsonal communications, the
government is creating the very real petential for hackers and thieves cr
even rogue government agents to access ecur personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I 1ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sebastian Muccilii
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Alison Rempe

3439 50th St
Moline, IL 61265

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael! Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Seryice Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FB8I is geing far beyond these existing
nowers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems araund
government eavesdraopping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very coencerned that this requirement represents an end—run arocund
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources }ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents tec access our persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
oniy created a rich aoppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

Sincerely,

flison Rempe



Wed 24 Mar 2004 06:46:13 AM EST P. 9
Carol Verga

3219 West Mercer Way
Mercer Island, WA 938040

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
hew homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect informaticn between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s =zggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this cort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggesticn of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Carol & Verga
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Karen Lee Holler

S N. Forest Circle
West Haven, CT 06516

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street .SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I de not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring al]l
new homes be huilt with a peepheole for Taw enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can coliect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive angd expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavernment agents to acecess our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not heen successful and
ohly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urce you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

K L Holler
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zuhaida ibahim

12995 fiddle creek lane
st louis, mo 683131

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

45 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my cpposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not helieve this regquirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
hew homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcound
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FSI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
governmernt is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our persagnal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the danaerous suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

zubaida ibahim
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ethany tarrabee

52 Loop RD
Topsham, ME 04088

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arounc
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent af the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Jike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e—mail. The FB8I s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not bheen successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

T look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Bethany Larrabee
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Marcella Zingo

19R Juniper Road
Derry, New Hampshire 03038

March 18, 2004

FCC Chajirman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition teo the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
fongress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access aur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet <ommunication technelogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Toak forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Marcella Zingo
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Tim Liles

2792 Van Crabtree Road
Lucasville, Ohio 45648

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Caommissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned jndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet <ommunication services be
required tc have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The F8I is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivaient of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Yaw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
weuld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
covernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EVENn rogue covernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sart of backdeor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urce you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the bepartment of
Justijce that our new Internet communicatiaon technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Tim Lites
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kelly E1lis

684 Tierra Dr. NE
Salem, Oregon 97301

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

Washingtan, DBC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. tongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading cof the law
wauld bypass the legislative process tc alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the

government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thiesves or

gven rogue government agents to access ocur personal caemmunications., Past

efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
~only ¢reated a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have huilt-=in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kelly ¢. E11is
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Oonald Emerick

135 South Green
Athens, OH 45701

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

fis a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppaosition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
reguired to have built—in wiretapping ac¢cess.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiilance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araund
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rague government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Donald Emerick
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kathleen Roby

P. 0. Box 509
Cporning, OH 43730

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned ipdividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not bhelieve this requirement is necessarv. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FEI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the gevernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement toc look through.

I am very <oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
solurces 1ike e—mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is <¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eyen rogue government agents to access our persochal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity faor hackers.

We have military personell dying EVERY day, (althought war "is over"),

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggesticn of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Roby
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Jeffray Wiiliams

P.0. Box 1843
Frisco, tx 75034

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Gepartment of Justice s request that al! npew Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Lehgstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
hew homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

Further I would add that this reguest also
poses it's ownh securit concerns regarding
Ideptity theft as such data that may be
collected as a result of such eavesdropping
could end up in the hands of the very, and
other nafarious individuals unless that
data is kept very secure.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliheratiens, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s agcgressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by regquiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal <ommunications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
anty <reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet caommunicatian technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.
Recards,

Jeffrey A, Williams

Spokesman for IMEGroup LLA. — (Over 134k members/stakeholders strong!)

“Be precise in the use of words and expect precision from others" -
Pierre Abelard :

"If the probability be called P; the injury, L; and the burden, B
1iahility depends upcn whether B is less than L multiplied hy

P: i.e.., whether B is less than PL."

United States v. Carroll Towing (159 F.2d 169 [2d Cir. 1947]

Updated 1/26/04
CSO/DIR. Internet Network Eng. SR. Eng. Network data security
IGNS. div. of Information Network Eng. INEG. INC.
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F. B

Sincerely,

Jeffrey A. Williams
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James Landrith

PC Box B208
Alexandria, VA 22306

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissicn
445 12th Street SW

Washington, BC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

4s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

This requirement is NOT necessary. Longstanding laws already require Internet
Service Providers and Internet teiephone companies te allow the FBI to conduct
surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing powers by trying to
force the industry to actually build its systems zround government
eavesdrapping. It is the eguivalent af the gavernment requiring all new homes
be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lTook through.

T am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can coliect information between sources Jike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key te our personal communications, the
government s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persaonal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

Such domestic spying measures are the tactics of totalitarian regimes, not
those of a free nation. I didn’t give up six years of my 1ife to the Marine
Corps fighting tyranny enly to see it introduced piece by piece in my nation.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

James Landrith
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Becky Liddle

1217 Nancy Lee Way
Decatur, GA 30035

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissicn
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cencerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is going far beyand these esisting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he huilt with a peephcle for law enforcement to Took through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e—mail. The FBI s agygressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal cemmunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eyen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich cpportunity for hackers.

Once again, T urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Becky Liddie
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Ronald Jensen

767 North Los Feliz
Las VYegas, NY 83110

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet coemmunication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. tongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Froviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry teo actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and ewpansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor ac¢ess have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ronald B. Jensen
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Richard Driscoll

2182 Steinway St. apt. 2L
Astoria, NY 11105

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC chajrman Poweld:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition %o the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have buillt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems argund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone campanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves  or
geven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdonr access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Richard J. Driscoll
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Blossom 5. Kirschenbaum

168 Congdon Street
Providence, RI D23086

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look thraough, It’s
disgusting.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aagressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

T understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor =access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Blossom S. Kirschenbaum
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Barbara Broderick

84 Bunker Hill Avenue
Stratham., NH 03885

March 18, 2004

FCC Chaijrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street sW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not beljeve this requirement is necessary, Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBT is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enfarcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key toc our personal communications, the
government is <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technclogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Barhara Broderick
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Dorothy Young

337 Bordeaux lane
Costa Mesa, CA 92627

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s5 a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI tc canduct surveillance, The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to farce the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdraopping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

T am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a mastar key to our persohal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue gavernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, T urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technologies sheould have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Dorcthy A. Young
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Megan D. Smith

1011 S valentia St #24
Denver, CO 80247

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
regquired to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyend these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent af the government reguiring all
nhew homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

T am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
tongress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticn between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
wauld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persanal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you ta oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Megan D. Smith



